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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, on October 17,
1995, the new Army Chief of Staff addressed
the annual AUSA luncheon here in Washing-
ton. Gen. Dennis Reimer stressed the need to
have quality and sufficient numbers in the U.S.
Army. This speech is set forth herein:

AUSA LUNCHEON SPEECH

(By General Reimer)
Thank you very much, Mr. Paul, for that

kind introduction. I must say that I have
been on the dais for this luncheon for the
last 5 years but not in this particular spot. I
also want to say that it’s a great view from
up here.

This vantage point gives me the oppor-
tunity to recognize America’s Army—Active,
United States Army Reserve, Army National
Guard, and DA Civilians—and what a great
group they are—what a wonderful group and
I’m honored to be part of such an organiza-
tion.

It also gives me the opportunity to tell our
Allies who are here today in great numbers
that your presence is important to us. Most
of all, we appreciate your support and will-
ingness to carry your share of the load.

To our supporters from Capitol Hill, the
Members of Congress, the Professional Staff
Members, let me say how much we appre-
ciate all you’ve done. I know that your
choices are not easy but you need to know
that all of us are inspired by your willing-
ness to stand up and be counted and your ex-
ample of dedicated service to our Nation.

To corporate America, thanks for being
here. You’ve been here with us through the
good times and the bad and I would just sim-
ply say that we need you more now than
ever.

To AUSA, 45 years old this year, I must
also say thanks for being such a great friend.
And thanks most of all for your efforts to
improve the quality of life for our soldiers.
You have helped us recruit and retain the
best soldiers in the world.

And, finally, to all our friends—friends of
the United States Army, let me say that
your friendship means everything to us.

This is my first opportunity as Chief to ad-
dress such a large and important audience
and I want to share with you some thoughts
on Today’s Army and where we are headed in
the future. As this audience certainly knows,
the primary mission of the Army is to be
trained and ready to defend the Nation’s se-
curity and freedom. Clearly, the fundamen-
tal responsibility of any Chief of Staff is to
ensure that the Army is ready to execute
this mission.

Recently I participated in two events
which highlighted for me the importance of
maintaining a Trained and Ready Army. I
was in Hawaii in early September for cere-
monies celebrating the 50th Anniversary of
the end of the War in the Pacific. I was also
fortunate to participate in a ceremony dedi-
cating the Korean War Memorial in late
July. The contrast between these two events,
separated by less than 5 years in history, was
striking. I could not help but reflect on the

differences the 5 years between the end of
World War II and the outbreak of the Korean
War had made on our Army. In August 1945,
the American Army was the largest and
most powerful Army in the world. Its 89 divi-
sions had been instrumental in destroying
the military might of the Axis powers—a
tribute to the millions of brave men and
women who served and the tremendous capa-
bilities of corporate America. However by
June 1950, America’s Army had been reduced
to a shell of its former self. We had rapidly
gone from 89 divisions and 12 million soldiers
to 10 divisions and less than 600,000 soldiers.

As a consequence, at 0730 on 5 July 1950, a
hastily assembled, ill-trained, and poorly
equipped group of brave American soldiers
waited in the cold rain—just north of Osan,
Korea—as 33 North Korean tanks advanced
toward their position. Behind these 33 tanks
on the highway, in trucks and on foot, was a
long snaking column stretching for over 6
miles. Due to poor weather the American
soldiers had no air support. Due to the rapid
drawdown they were poorly trained and
under-manned. They were called Task Force
Smith because we had to take soldiers from
other battalions to make a battalion-sized
organization. Their equipment reflected the
lack of maintenance which is inevitable
when readiness is not the top priority.

In the next few hours of fighting—these
conditions were starkly played out on the
battlefield. Our weapons could not stop their
tanks—but they tried. One young lieutenant
fired 22 rockets—from as close as 15 yards,
scored direct hits on the tanks—but could
not destroy them. Courage alone could not
stop those tanks. Rifles and bayonets were
no match for tanks and the wave of infantry
behind them. In this short engagement, 185
courageous young Americans were killed,
wounded, and captured; and the history of
Task Force Smith was burned into the insti-
tutional memory of our Army forever.

In the summer of 1950 we were not pre-
pared. We sent poorly equipped and un-
trained soldiers into battle to buy time for
the Army to get ready. it certainly wasn’t
the fault of these soldiers or their leaders
that they weren’t ready—the system had let
them down. Once again we were surprised
and once again we paid a very steep price for
our unpreparedness. As General Abrams said
to this same gathering in 1973, ‘‘We paid
dearly for our unpreparedness during those
early days in Korea with our most precious
currency—the lives of our young men. The
monuments we raise to their heroism and
sacrifice are really surrogates for the monu-
ments we owe ourself for our blindness to re-
ality, for our indifference to real threats to
our security, and our determination to deal
in intentions and perceptions, for our unsub-
stantiated wishful thinking about how war
could not come.’’

In the harsh crucible of combat we re-
learned the lessons of tough training, good
organization, and proper equipment. We
must never again learn these lessons on the
battlefield. As I shook hands with those vet-
erans—at the dedication of the Korean War
Memorial—I was reminded that the monu-
ment is not the only tribute to their cour-
age, selfless service, and dedication. The real
legacy can be seen in America’s Army today.
Our quality soldiers—Active, Reserve, and
Guard—have the best equipment that the
Nation can provide; and our tough, realistic

training program has resulted in our status
as the world’s best Army—trained and ready
for victory. No one with a lick of common
sense really disputes this. As a footnote to
this chapter, let me cite a personal experi-
ence. In 1987 when I was serving in Korea,
General Brad Smith, that brave battalion
commander whose courageous soldiers
fought so well in 1950, came over and con-
ducted a battlefield tour of where his task
force fought. When he returned he sent me
the handwritten training guidance that he
had given to the battalion after the Korean
War. That guidance talked about tough, real-
istic training and lots of live-fire. Today, the
Gimlets—hisold battalion—have that guid-
ance—and more importantly they execute it.
That’s the real legacy of Task Force Smith.

However, there are similarities between
1950 and the situation we face today. in 1950:
We lived in an uncertain world; the US was
the world’s greatest economic power; the US
was the world’s greatest super power; the US
had a virtual nuclear monopoly; the US had
the world’s best Air Force and the most pow-
erful Navy; the next war was expected to be
a push button war with new weapons and ma-
chines taking over from men; and because of
that we felt we could greatly reduce the size
of our ground forces—and we did so very rap-
idly.

Today: We continue to live in an uncertain
world; again, the US is the world’s greatest
economic power and the greatest super
power; the US has the largest Navy in the
world, capable of sweeping any conceivable
adversary off the seas in a matter of days,
assuring us access to all the world’s oceans;
the Nation also has the most powerful Air
Force in the world, capable of sweeping any
adversary from the sky in a matter of hours.
It is right, and proper, and necessary for the
US as a world super power and leader to have
these naval and air capabilities. I wouldn’t
want it any other way.

However, today the active Army is the
eighth largest in the world. Size by itself is
not the most important thing, and America
can still take pride in having the world’s
best Army because what we lack in quantity
we more than make up in quality. Our world-
class young men and women—who receive
tough, realistic training and are equipped
with the best equipment and weapons sys-
tems in the world—thanks in large part to
what many of you here have done and con-
tinue to do—are the envy of every nation.
But no amount of training or abundance of
sophisticated equipment will suffice it we do
not have enough quality soldiers to carry
out the Nation’s bidding. Numbers matter.

To accomplish our missions many of our
soldiers have had back-to-back deployments
and extended separations from their family.
The average American soldier assigned to a
troop unit now spends 138 days a year away
from home—and many special units such as
MP’s, air defense and transportation have
been carrying a heavier load. To accomplish
the requirements of our national security
strategy, we must be a credible and effective
ground fighting force. Peace is the harvest of
preparedness. We must, however, temper our
desire for peace with the realities of history.
In 1950 we learned that deterrence is in the
eye of the beholder. Stalin and Kim II Soong
looked at South Korea and were not deterred
by the 10 under strengthen and ill equipped
American divisions. We must always have an
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Army of sufficient quality and size to deter
potential adversaries and meet our inter-
national obligations. While the quality of to-
day’s force is unquestioned, I must tell you
in all candor that I am concerned that we
have reached the limit on how small our
Army can be and still credibly accomplish
the tasks currently assigned to us.

Today we do not have the luxury of time—
nor will we in the future. We must be ready
to deal with the world as it is now, not as
wish it to be. We have paid the price—in
blood—too often—to relearn that lesson.
With your help—we will not have to pay that
price again.

The best example that the lessons of his-
tory are sinking in is that during the past 6
years—under the leadership of Generals
Vuono’s and Sullivan—we have reshaped our-
selves and still remain trained and ready.
It’s been over 5 years since Operation
DESERT STORM and in many ways it is
tempting to pat ourselves on the back and
rest on our laurels. But we cannot afford to
do that. We must build the Army of tomor-
row, the Army that will be required to meet
the needs of a vastly different world.

Let me share with you our vision of that
Army. A vision that is a direct legacy of the
bloody lessons learned on the battlefield. A
vision that is rooted in the tradition of 221
years of selfless service and mission accom-
plishment—it is a vision which—will ensure
our ability to meet the Nation’s needs of the
21st century.

In our vision we see the world’s best
Army—trained and ready for victory—a total
force of quality soldiers and civilians: A val-
ues based organization; an integral part of
the joint team; equipped with the most mod-
ern weapons and equipment the country can
provide; able to respond to our Nation’s
needs.

Changing to meet the challenges of today,
tomorrow, and the 21st Century.

It’s not just the words but the meaning be-
hind these words. Let me explain. The
world’s best Army. A bumper sticker that
has been earned by our soldiers. Trained and
ready for victory. The most important job
for any army, a job in which we must not
fail. A total force of quality soldiers and ci-
vilians. We tend to take for granted, I think,
the dedication, selfless service and sacrifice
of our great citizens soldiers in the National
Guard and Reserves. We are also fortunate to
have a quality civilian force that embodies
the best of this great Nation. This recognizes
that as General Abrams said, the Army is
not made up of people, the Army is people. A
values based organization. Values are impor-
tant to us; selfless service, dedication, sac-
rifice, duty, honor, country are not just
words but a code by which we live.

An integral part of the joint team. We rec-
ognize the tremendous contributions of our
sister Services and are happy to stand shoul-
der-to-shoulder with them as we keep this
great Nation free. Equipped with the most
modern weapons and equipment the country
can provide reflects our realization that we
must invest in a modernization program for
the 21st Century. Able to respond to our Na-
tion’s needs. We must be relevant to the
needs of our country. And changing to meet
the challenges of today, tomorrow, and the
21st Century simply reflects that the only
constant in the world today seems to be
change. We are dealing with it, we are grow-
ing more comfortable with it every day, and
we will continue to have to deal with it in
the 21st Century.

Our vision is set against the world as we
see it. It reflects an environment in which
missions are expanding both in terms of
quantity and diversity. It reflects decreased
resources, a loss of 34 percent of our buying
power since ’89. It recognizes, as President

Clinton said, a world in which the line be-
tween domestic and foreign policy has be-
coming increasingly blurred. We live in a
Global Village. It recognizes a modernization
program that is currently at the irreducible
minimum and badly in need of more re-
sources. Today the Army allocation of the
DOD Modernization dollars is only 13 per-
cent. We have the smallest piece of a small
pie.

Our vision recognizes that we must not re-
peat the Task Force Smith scenario. We
must realistically face the challenges of
today. Sacrificing our youth is not the solu-
tion. We will build no new monuments to our
blindness to reality. We are trained and
ready today, but our ability to dominate
land warfare is eroding. And our moderniza-
tion plan does not forecast filling the gap
fast enough.

We have a plan to make this vision a re-
ality—Force XXI. Simply stated Force XXI
projects our quality people into the 21st Cen-
tury and provide them the right organiza-
tion, the most realistic training, an adequate
and predictable sustainment package during
both peace and war, and the best equipment
and weapons systems our Nation can provide
given the resources available. We intend to
leverage technology in order to arm our sol-
diers with the finest most lethal weapons
systems in the world. The power of informa-
tion will allow the ultimate weapon—the in-
dividual soldier—to successfully meet the
challenges of the 21st century and achieve
decisive victory. Force XXI provides the
framework for the decisions we must make
today so that tomorrow’s force will remain
as trained and ready as we are right now.

That vision is very clear in my mind—how-
ever, achieving our vision is not preordained.
We face a number of resource challenges as I
have alluded to already. The basic challenge
is to balance near term readiness, quality of
life, and future modernization. Internally we
will do our share to ensure the most effective
use of our limited resources. We will con-
tinue to improve our operational and institu-
tional efficiency in order to ensure we devote
a many dollars as possible to modernization.
In this regard, we intend not to be bound by
traditional approaches. We are willing to
make profound changes in the way we do
business as long as they increase our effi-
ciency and do not degrade our core com-
petencies. Efficiencies such as velocity man-
agement, total asset visibility, integrated
sustainment maintenance, and improved
force management are all keys to becoming
more effective.

Most people talk about the four tenets of
the revolution of military affairs. I believe
the Army, in order to be successful in this
revolution, must embrace a fifth tenet; effi-
ciencies. We must get the most bang out of
every buck. We owe that to the taxpayer—
but, more importantly, we owe it to our sol-
diers.

The key to achieving this vision—as it has
been since 1775—is high quality soldiers. We
must never forget that quality soldiers are
the essence of our Army—always have been
and always will be. For the past two decades
we have demonstrated that an All Volunteer
Army can be the world’s premier fighting
force. Quality soldiers attracted by a profes-
sion that allows them to be all they can be
deserve adequate pay and compensation.
They deserve to have their entitlements and
benefits safeguarded from erosion. They de-
serve a quality of life equal to that of the so-
ciety they have pledged their lives to defend.
We must never allow our commitment to
quality soldiers to diminish.

As I travel around the world I am contin-
ually impressed by the sacrifice and dedica-
tion of our soldiers. The state of readiness of
the Army is more than its weapons, equip-

ment, and doctrine. A key but intangible
part is the spirit of our soldiers. General
Patton said ‘‘It is the cold glitter in the
attacker’s eye not the point of the questing
bayonet that breaks the line. It is the fierce
determination of the drive to close with the
enemy not the mechanical perfection of the
tank that conquers the trench.’’ Today noth-
ing has changed. When I met the survivors of
the Bataan Death March in Hawaii they still
had that glint in their eye and you could feel
the indomitable spirit that allowed them to
fight on against overwhelming odds. In Ger-
many, Korea, Hawaii, at the NTC, JRTC, and
CMTC I see the same thing in our soldiers
today.

When I see those soldiers doing their job so
magnificently I’m reminded of a story from
the 8th Division in World War II. In Septem-
ber of 1944 on the Crozon Peninsula the Ger-
man General Herman Ramcke asked to dis-
cuss surrender terms with the American
Army. General Ramcke was in his bunker
when his staff brought in the 8th Infantry
Division’s Assistant Division Commander,
Brigadier General Charles Canham. Ramcke
addressed Canham through an interpreter
and said ‘‘I am to surrender to you. Let me
see your credentials.’’ Pointing to the Amer-
ican infantrymen crowding the dugout en-
trance, Canham replied ‘‘These are my cre-
dentials.’’

This is as true today as it was then. Sol-
diers are still our credentials. Yesterday we
honored some of these magnificent soldiers
and we are fortunate to have some of them
with us today. I would like for you to have
a good look at the heart and soul of Ameri-
ca’s Army.

Sergeant First Class Anita Jordan, the Ac-
tive Duty Drill Sergeant of the Year from
Fort Jackson, South Carolina. SFC Jordan
said that the reason she entered the Army
was ‘‘I knew I wanted to do something and be
somebody.’’ As a drill sergeant, she coaches,
teaches, and develops soldiers—one at a
time—24-hours-a-day. She is somebody.

Sergeant First Class Bruce Clark, the Re-
serve Drill Sergeant of the year from the
100th Division, at Fort Knox, Kentucky. He
is a real estate developer and a law student.
Successful in two careers, he is indeed twice
the citizen.

Sergeant First Class Cory Olsen, the Ac-
tive Duty Recruiter of the Year from the
Denver, Colorado Recruiting Battalion. An
infantryman, he was deployed to Panama,
Honduras, Scotland, and the Sinai. He under-
stands selfless service.

Sergeant First Class Alan Fritz, the Re-
serve Recruiter of the Year from the Syra-
cuse, New York Recruiting Battalion. An
MP, he served on active duty in both Ger-
many and Korea before he joined the Re-
serves. He illustrates the seamless blend we
seek for America’s Army.

Specialist Hellema Webb, the Soldier of
the Year from Eighth Army in Korea. A mor-
tuary affairs specialist, she deployed in 192
to Mogadishu and now serves with the dis-
tinction across the world. She received a
max score of 200 on the promotion board and
is presently on the Sergeants Promotion
Standing list. A model NCO who will help
lead soldiers into the 21st century.

Specialist Troy Duncan, the Soldier of the
Year at USAREUR. An MP, he has already
served his 6-month tour of duty in Macedo-
nia, is married with a 3-month-old daughter,
and voluntarily teaches bicycle safety class-
es and assists young children in learning the
sport of bowling. He understands the true
meaning of commitment to the nation and
service to the community.

Specialist Anthony Costides the FORSCOM
Soldier of the Year. Born in Greece, he is a
graduate of the Combat Life Saving Course,
PLDC, and has 2 years of college. He is a
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Tracked Vehicle Mechanic in the 1st Infan-
try Division at Fort Riley, Kansas. He found
an environment where he could be all he
could be.

Sergeant Christopher Uhrich, the Virginia
National Guard Soldier of the Year. A Fuel
Handler who served in the United States Air
Force prior to transferring to the National
Guard in Virginia. He has over 7 years of
service to his Nation. He embodies the sac-
rifice, dedication and commitment to our
citizen soldiers.

Ladies and Gentlemen, these soldiers rep-
resent the best of America’s Army. They are
indeed special. They ask for so little. We owe
them a great deal and I couldn’t be more
proud to say to you—these are our creden-
tials.

f

ST. PAUL, MN SAYS GOODBYE TO
REV. WALTER BATTLE

HON. BRUCE F. VENTO
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to celebrate
a fellow Minnesotan, and a friend, who de-
voted his life to the children of the Twin Cities
and the world, Rev. Walter L. Battle. Reverend
Battle was the head of a proud family, most of
whom I have come to know personally be-
cause of their positive activities in our St. Paul
community, especially Bob Battle, who is a
friend and civic activist. Reverend Battle’s in-
terest and commitment to family extended to
the greater neighborhood and community of
St. Paul.

Reverend Battle was an advocate for chil-
dren and active in many efforts to assist dis-
advantaged youth. Recognizing that every
child has the potential to succeed, Reverend
Battle worked tirelessly to give children oppor-
tunities to achieve success. During his 46
years of service as pastor of St. Paul’s Gospel
Mission Church, he led several efforts to help
children. Among these efforts was the estab-
lishment of the Institute of Learning. The insti-
tute helps guide teenagers away from involve-
ment with crime and drugs and find positive
alternatives and goals for their lives. He also
enabled countless numbers of inner-city youth
to participate in summer camps, an activity
that the children’s families could not have af-
forded otherwise. Reverend Battle pursued
this interest with a real passion, establishing a
site and staffing it with volunteers.

Efforts were not confined to the Twin Cities
community; they extended to children around
the world. In the 1950’s, Reverend Battle trav-
eled to Haiti to help build schools and teach
Haitian students to read. Just last year, dem-
onstrating his long-term commitment to the
children he helps, he collected over 1,000
pounds of food and medicine to send to Haiti.

Reverend Battle passed away last week,
and the Twin Cities community is mourning
the loss of our most beloved and devoted citi-
zens. By making investments in the lives of
our children, Reverend Battle has given our
community a legacy that will live on in the suc-
cesses of future generations that were influ-
enced by his efforts.

Investing in our children is a fundamental in-
gredient for America’s continued success and
prosperity. Unfortunately, here in Washington,
Congress is embroiled in a budget debate that
is set to shift the priorities of our Nation away

from this type of investment. The new Repub-
lican majority’s budget package drastically
cuts funding for initiatives that aid children in
need, including education programs, welfare
assistance, health care coverage and low-in-
come tax credits. Dedicated advocates like
Reverend Battle deserve better. As we lose
soldiers like Walter Battle, who devoted their
lives to children and the material and spiritual
well-being of our communities, we honor them
and must support their mission by providing
reasonable programs and realistic funding at
the federal level to support their efforts.

The funding reductions being advanced
today will hit our Nation’s most vulnerable citi-
zens on all sides, reducing Federal support for
many aspects of their livelihoods. At the same
time, the funds being cut from these programs
are being funneled into tax breaks for our Na-
tion’s wealthier citizens and corporations. If
these funding reductions are enacted into law,
efforts such as those begun by Walter Battle
will run into expanded challenges in trying to
create a better future for our children, espe-
cially the increasing population of children in
poverty.

Reverend Battle’s advocacy for our Nation’s
most precious resource, our children, and the
positive influence he had on so many lives
should be remembered, and it will be missed.
His activities should not only be praised, but
should be supported by a strong commitment
from Washington to maintain the safety net
our nation has built to safeguard our Nation’s
citizens.

[From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 19,
1995]

ACTIVIST WALTER BATTLE WORKED FOR KIDS

My children are going to have some food,’’
the Rev. Walter L. Battle once told a re-
porter.

That particular time, he wasn’t talking
about this own kids or those of his St. Paul
congregation, but the children of Haiti for
whom he collected over 1,000 pounds of food
and medicine last year.

Still, that attitude, strength of purpose
and sense of mission permeated everything
Battle did to keep kids on the right track.
During a remarkable 46-year run as pastor of
St. Paul’s Gospel Mission church, commu-
nity activist and youth advocate, he per-
formed near miracles—all to give young peo-
ple better lives.

His death last week, at age 74, of cancer de-
prived the community of one of its best
champions of youth.

Among his many efforts for children were
building schools and teaching youngsters to
read in Haiti in the 1950s; taking inner-city
kids to summer camps for many years;
founding the Institute of Learning to give
teens an alternative to drugs and street life,
and fasting for 40 days to raise money for the
Institute’s programs.

Battle believed all kids were ‘‘his chil-
dren.’’ And so must we.

The best tribute to him would be to keep
his legacy of service to children alive. So as
not to lose more children to poverty, crime,
illness, ignorance and inattention, we must
all—like the Rev. Walter L. Battle—become
advocates for children.

ONCE AGAIN REPUBLICANS SHUT-
DOWN THE FEDERAL GOVERN-
MENT

HON. LOUIS STOKES
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995
Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong

opposition to the Republicans ‘‘shutdown’’ of
the Federal Government. It is absolutely es-
sential for the American people to know ‘‘Why
we are’’—‘‘where we are.’’ Let’s be perfectly
clear in telling the American people what is
going on.

It is not the Republicans’ budget that
caused the Government to close. The Repub-
lican budget is an issue that should be taken
up, and negotiated on—separate from the
continuing resolution. The problem with the
Republican budget is that it is so devastating
to the American people’s quality of life that it
cannot stand on its own merit.

The primary reason why the Federal Gov-
ernment was forced to shutdown is that more
than 21⁄2 months into the fiscal year, the Re-
publicans have failed to complete action on
the fiscal year 1996 appropriations bills. Meas-
ures which provide agency operating funds.

Mr. Speaker, the legislative schedule pro-
vides sufficient time to pass each of the 13
appropriations bills which are needed to keep
the Government fully operational. However,
the Republicans put action on the appropria-
tions measures on the back burner, while they
gave priority—prime legislative time to their
‘‘Contract With America.’’

Mr. Speaker, that is ‘‘Why we are’’—‘‘where
we are’’ today. There is no excuse for the situ-
ation the Republicans have placed the country
in today. Just as there is no excuse for the
pain and suffering that the Republicans will in-
flict on children, the disabled, seniors, veter-
ans, and families just to give a tax break to
the wealthy. This escalating situation—of Re-
publican displaced priorities—is ‘‘Why we
are’’—‘‘where we are’’ today.

All that is needed right now to open the
Government, and to return an estimated
260,000 Federal employees to work is a clean
continuing resolution. The Republicans are
afraid to put forth a clean ‘‘CR,’’ or to allow the
Democrats to pass a clean ‘‘CR,’’ because the
GOP would no longer have the American peo-
ple to use as their pawn in the negotiations on
the GOP life-threatening budget.

The GOP must not be allowed to continue
to hold the American people, and the country
hostage. It is time for the Republicans to stop
playing games. No amount of smoke and mir-
rors can hide the pain and suffering that is in
the Republicans’ budget. Stop the game
play—pass a clean ‘‘CR’’—return Federal em-
ployees to work, return critical services to the
American people, and let real budget negotia-
tions begin.
f

CONGRESS’ MULTIBILLION
DOLLAR DRAFTING ERROR

HON. BOB FRANKS
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker,

earlier this month the following editorial ap-
peared in the Washington Post regarding the



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE 2436 December 21, 1995
windfall a few branded drug companies are re-
ceiving because of a drafting error in the Uru-
guay Round Agreements Act of 1994, which is
the bill that implemented the GATT trade trea-
ty.

Conservative estimates indicate that correct-
ing this oversight will save the health care sys-
tem $2.5 billion, with $281 million of that
amount saved by the Federal Government and
State governments in Medicaid payments. Un-
fortunately, the Senate recently defeated by
one vote an effort led by Senators CHAFEE,
BROWN, and PRYOR that would have corrected
this glaring mistake.

Opponents of the Senate amendment want
to delay resolution of this issue by holding
hearings. However, every day that passes is
another day consumers are being denied ac-
cess to lower-cost generic drugs because of
Congress’ multibillion dollar drafting error.

Mr. Speaker, my home State of New Jersey
is known as the medicine chest of the country.
I have long been a supporter of our domestic
drug industry, whose products have alleviated
so much pain and suffering. Unfortunately,
some members of the press and some special
interest groups continue to overlook the tre-
mendous amount of good the drug industry
does, and instead, are only interested in beat-
ing up the industry with tired cliches about
greed and avarice. This controversy, which
started due to the lack of a technical conform-
ing amendment, plays right into the hands of
the industry’s critics. The House needs to fix
this drafting error soon before long-term dam-
age is done to the reputation of these fine
companies, and more importantly, so that the
millions of Americans who rely on generic
drugs can continue to purchase them at af-
fordable prices.

[From the Washington Post, Dec. 4, 1995]
THE ZANTAC WINDFALL

All for lack of a technical conforming
clause in a trade bill, full patent protection
for a drug called Zantac will run 19 months
beyond its original expiration date. Zantac,
used to treat ulcers, is the world’s most
widely prescribed drug, and its sales in this
country run to more than $2 billion a year.
The patent extension postpones the date at
which generic products can begin to compete
with it and pull the price down. That pro-
vides a great windfall to Zantac’s maker,
Glaxo Wellcome Inc.

It’s a case study in legislation and high-
powered lobbying. When Congress enacted
the big Uruguay Round trade bill a year ago,
it changed the terms of American patents to
a new worldwide standard. The effect was to
lengthen existing patents, usually by a year
or two. But Congress had heard from compa-
nies that were counting on the expiration of
competitors’ patents. It responded by writ-
ing into the trade bill a transitional provi-
sion. Any company that had already invested
in facilities to manufacture a knock-off, it
said, could pay a royalty to the patent-hold-
er and go into production on the patent’s
original expiration date.

But Congress neglected to add a clause
amending a crucial paragraph in the drug
laws. The result is that the transitional
clause now applies to every industry but
drugs. That set off a huge lobbying and pub-
lic relations war with the generic manufac-
turers enlisting the support of consumers’
organizations and Glaxo Wellcome invoking
the sacred inviolability of an American pat-
ent.

Mickey Kantor, the president’s trade rep-
resentative, who managed the trade bill for
the administration, says that the omission

was an error, pure and simple. But it has cre-
ated a rich benefit for one company in par-
ticular. A small band of senators led by
David Pryor (D-Ark.) has been trying to
right this by enacting the missing clause,
but so far it hasn’t got far. Glaxo Wellcome
and the other defenders of drug patents are
winning. Other drugs are also involved, inci-
dentally, although Zantac is by far the most
important in financial terms.

Drug prices are a particularly sensitive
area of health economics because Medicare
does not, in most cases, cover drugs. The
money spent on Zantac is only a small frac-
tion of the $80 billion a year that Americans
spend on all prescription drugs. Especially
for the elderly, the cost of drugs can be a ter-
rifying burden. That makes it doubly dif-
ficult to understand why the Senate refuses
to do anything about a windfall that, as far
as the administration is concerned, is based
on nothing more than an error of omission.

f

DR. MARIE FIELDER HONORED

HON. RONALD V. DELLUMS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, it is with pleas-
ure that I rise to honor Dr. Marie Fielder for
the work done and the leadership given over
more than 30 years. I have known her for
more than three decades, and her distin-
guished accomplishments in the behavioral
sciences, her constructive organizational
change strategies in school systems and in
communities, as well as her towering strength
and problem-solving ingenuity have contrib-
uted enormously to the goals and objectives of
the San Francisco Bay Area and Berkeley
community where she resides.

While serving as associate professor of edu-
cation at the University of California, Dr. Field-
er helped the Berkeley Unified School District,
its board of education, administrators, teach-
ers, students, parents, and citizens plan very
carefully for the desegregation of its public
schools. Despite an unsuccessful attempt to
recall those particular board members, the city
went on to become the first school system in
the Nation to desegregate its schools, not by
placing the burden only on minority students,
but by two-way bussing which shared the re-
sponsibility across the city. This effort required
enormous planning, building of trust, encour-
agement of participation, and the sharing of all
points of view, and the empowering of parents
and community members who had not been
as active in the public schools before.

Dr. Fielder’s genius in working respectfully
with all kinds of people to help empower and
enable them to solve their own problems be-
came an inspiration for students in education
at the University of California at Berkeley, at
San Francisco State College, and at Stanford.
Dr. Fielder herself became a role model, who
encouraged and nurtured university students
to pursue and attain their graduate degrees;
and many of them went on to become impres-
sive leaders in their respective careers in the
decades which followed. Other campuses
which called upon her for her expertise and
assistance in multicultural and intergroup rela-
tions theory and practice included Oregon
State university, Michigan State, the University
of Miami, and St. Mary’s College.

Similarly, over the decades, school systems
across the Nation in at least 10 States have

sought her assistance; and she has helped
them. Dr. Fielder has shared her wisdom and
skill in numerous California school districts;
she has helped educators, students, and oth-
ers learn very important things about them-
selves and about other human beings. She
has been an exemplary public servant, bring-
ing quiet dignity and distinction to every
project on which she has worked.

Our local community, as well as our national
community, are indeed fortunate in having
amongst us the person, the work, and the
leadership of Dr. Marie Fielder, and it is with
great respect and admiration that I commend
her to your attention.
f

THE TEMPORARY DUTY
SUSPENSION ACT

HON. PHILIP M. CRANE
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995
Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, today, I am intro-

ducing a bill that could prove vital to the health
and competitive position of U.S. companies
that rely on imported components and raw
materials, as well as their workers and com-
munities. Specifically, my bill gives authority to
the Department of Commerce to suspend the
imposition of antidumping or countervailing du-
ties temporarily on a limited quantity of a par-
ticular product needed by the American indus-
try when users are effectively unable to obtain
that product from U.S. producers.

Under current laws, antidumping and coun-
tervailing duties are imposed on all covered
products, even where there is no domestic
production. However, imposing such duties on
products that cannot be obtained in the United
States hurts U.S. manufacturers who must
compete globally, but does not reduce injury
to any U.S. industry. Current U.S. trade laws
simply do not provide adequate redress for
American firms that need products subject to
orders but cannot obtain them from U.S. pro-
ducers. Present procedures are operative only
in situations in which domestic producers have
no intention of ever producing a particular
product.

By contrast, my bill would address situations
in which a product is only temporarily unavail-
able—i.e., situations in which the domestic in-
dustry is not currently producing a product but
may wish to leave open the option of doing so
in the future. The bill provides the Department
of Commerce with the flexibility to suspend
duties temporarily until the domestic industry
is able to produce a particular product. The
temporary relief will encourage the domestic
industry to develop new products since it will
enable U.S. downstream users to stay in busi-
ness in the United States until the U.S. indus-
try begins to manufacture the needed input
product—thus assuring that there will be U.S.
customers for new products produced by the
domestic industry.

This proposal is a substantial departure
from the short supply proposal considered by
the Ways and Means Committee last year.
Last year’s proposal was modeled on the
short supply provision in the U.S. voluntary
steel restraint agreements and limited the dis-
cretion to be exercised by Commerce. My pro-
posal is modeled on the temporary duty sus-
pension provision that the European Union in-
cluded in its antidumping regulation last year.
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It increases the degree of flexibility and discre-
tion that Commerce will have in administering
a temporary duty suspension provision, there-
by responding to Commerce’s concern about
the burden of administering such a provision.
With this increased flexibility and discretion,
the proposal should not impose any significant
burden on the Department.

My temporary duty suspension provision
would not in any way undermine the effective-
ness of the antidumping or countervailing duty
laws or the protections that these laws afford
to U.S. producers and workers. This provision
would apply only in situations in which no U.S.
producer benefits from the protection of anti-
dumping laws and downstream U.S. producers
and their suppliers would be harmed because
the product cannot be obtained in the United
States.

The current failure of U.S. antidumping and
countervailing duty laws to consider domestic
availability of products subject to these pro-
ceedings continues to hamper the competitive-
ness of numerous U.S. companies. A large
and diverse group of trade associations and
companies employing well over 1 million
American workers supports including a tem-
porary duty suspension provision such as this
one in the trade laws because it gives Com-
merce the flexibility and control necessary to
address changing market conditions.

I look forward to moving this provision for-
ward at the earliest opportunity.
f

THE ‘‘REAL FRIEND’’ OF U.S.
EDUCATION

HON. DOUG BEREUTER
OF NEBRASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
highly commends to his colleagues the follow-
ing editorial from the December 13, 1995, edi-
tion of the Norfolk Daily News.
[From the Norfolk Daily News, Dec. 13, 1995]

THE ‘‘REAL FRIEND’’ OF U.S. EDUCATION

Who is helping education in the United
States more?

President Clinton, is resisting Congress’
balanced-budget plan, says that federal law-
makers are being too zealous in cutting gov-
ernment education programs. By resisting
those cuts, the president said he’s making a
strong strand for education.

Members of Congress, on the other hand,
say their budget plan does much more for
education in the United States by providing
all American families with a $500-per-child
tax credit—even if some current government
education programs are reduced in scope.

So, who’s right?
We’ll side with Congress on this one.
Consider this. If an average American fam-

ily saved the entire $500-per-child tax credit
for a period of 18 years and invested it, that
same family would be able to accumulate an
amount of money equal to what $14,000 buys
today. That’s a long way toward paying the
cost of education at a public university.

Or, that same American family would be
able to use the tax credit to pay a portion of
tuition at a typical private elementary
school.

What’s more, Congress’ balanced-budget
plan—if passed—would cause interest rates
to drop by at least one-half percentage point.
That kind of reduction in rates would save a
student more than $400 on the cost of an av-

erage student loan. That kind of money can
pay for books, some tuition costs or a big
portion of a personal computer.

The reality is that Congress’ plan would
cut less than 2 percent per year during the
next seven years from a federal education
budget that represents only a tiny fraction
of the total amount of dollars spent on edu-
cation in the United States, according to fig-
ures from the Heritage Foundation in Wash-
ington, D.C.

So, here’s the real choice: Cut a tiny por-
tion of a budget that itself is a small frac-
tion of America’s educational effort or deny
28 million American families a financial gain
that would help provide for a better edu-
cation for their children.

We shouldn’t have to struggle long on this
one. We hope President Clinton realizes the
same, too.

f

BALANCING THE BUDGET

HON. RON PACKARD
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, the Clinton ad-
ministration made a commitment a month ago
to balance the budget in 7 years using the
honest numbers of the non-partisan CBO. My
Republican colleagues and I responded to that
commitment by offering smaller reductions in
the rate of growth in Government spending in
certain areas favored by the President while
still achieving balance in 7 years.

Through hard work and compromise, we ob-
tained a promise from the President. Congress
has held up its end of the bargain both to the
President and the American people. The ques-
tion now is whether Mr. Clinton’s word and his
signature mean anything—whether his admin-
istration has any intention of balancing the
budget. Yesterday, the President finally
agreed to take personal charge of the budget
negotiations—instead of using various mem-
bers of his staff—and once again committed to
work toward crafting an agreement by New
Year’s eve.

Perhaps I do not have to reiterate this point,
but a balanced budget is essential for the fu-
ture of the country. A recent survey by the
Joint Economic Committee shows that the fi-
nancial cost of not balancing the budget would
be about $2,300 per family. A failure to bal-
ance the budget would cause slower eco-
nomic growth, higher interest rates, and taxes.
This in turn would result in mortgages, student
loans and car loans costing families more
each year.

Mr. Speaker, this renewed interest in the
budget negotiations by the President is a step
in the right direction. We now have reason for
optimism in the new year, but only if the Presi-
dent remains committed to his word.

PRIVATE SECURITIES LITIGATION
REFORM ACT OF 1995—VETO MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 104–150)

SPEECH OF

HON. CHARLES E. SCHUMER
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, December 20, 1995

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, I strongly sup-
port the override of the President’s veto of
H.R. 1058. I voted in favor of both the original
House bill and the conference report, and I
must respectfully differ with the President and
urge my colleagues to vote in favor once
again of this fair, well-balanced bill, which
passed the House only 2 weeks ago by an
overwhelming vote of 320 to 102.

We need to put an end to frivolous securi-
ties suits that needlessly cost millions of dol-
lars, impair capital formation and investment,
and clog up our court system. Under the cur-
rent system lawyers often bring lawsuits im-
mediately after a drop in a company’s stock
price, without any further research into the real
cause of the price decline. As a result the
suits often have no substantive merit, but they
have the effect of presenting the company
with the unhappy choice between a costly,
lengthy discovery process and an exorbitant,
unjustified settlement. And what’s worse, an
inordinate share of the ultimate settlement
often ends up in the pockets of the lawyers
who brought the case, rather than in the bank
accounts of the shareholders on whose behalf
the lawyers ostensibly filed in the first place.

This bill goes a long way toward correcting
these abuses without curtailing the essential
rights of shareholders to sue corporations and
insiders when there is legitimate evidence of
fraud and deception. It continues to protect
those vital rights—as we must—while at the
same time protecting companies from need-
less and costly distractions. In the end, share-
holders will win twice because the value of
their investments will grow, and the American
economy will win because we’ll have removed
one more impediment to the kind of robust
growth and investment we all agree are so
critically needed. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.
f

TRIBUTE TO SANFORD M. LITVAK

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask col-
leagues to join me in paying tribute to Sanford
M. Litvak, a distinguished attorney who cur-
rently serves as the senior executive vice
president and chief of corporate operations of
the Walt Disney Co.

Mr. Litvak is greatly respected both in the
legal community and among the advocates of
legal reform and legal services for the poor.
He has led the crusade to make the law a
field of humane service, and not merely a re-
munerative profession.

On January 27, 1996 Bet Tzedek Legal
Services will honor Sanford M. Litvak for his
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unstinting work in bringing high quality legal
services to the poor the elderly, and others in
need.

Under Mr. Litvak’s vigorous leadership, the
goals of Bet Tzedek have been realized even
beyond the expectations of the organization’s
founders and staunchest supporters. He and
his colleagues have assembled a well-orga-
nized, efficient, humanitarian organization that
individuals can turn to for competent legal
counsel when all other paths are closed.

Sanford Litvak sets a standard for us all to
live up to. He has been able to balance his full
family and professional life with energetic and
creative contributions to the organization and
leadership of Bet Tzedek and other humani-
tarian and philanthropic efforts.

I ask all of my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing Sanford Litvak for his important work
with Bet Tzedek Legal Services. I wish him
every success in all of his future endeavors.
f

TRIBUTE TO DAVID CHITTICK

HON. DICK ZIMMER
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. ZIMMER. Mr. Speaker. I rise today to
pay tribute to Mr. David Chittick, whose dedi-
cation and leadership helped AT&T become a
model corporate citizen and a protector of the
environment. Mr. Chittick passed away on No-
vember 19, 1995, after a battle with cancer.

David Chittick helped AT&T set goals that
eventually led to its elimination of ozone-de-
pleting chemicals and significant reductions in
toxic air emissions. His career and work as an
environmental leader earned Dave much well-
deserved recognition. In 1991, he was award-
ed the Environmental Protection Agency’s
stratospheric ozone protection award for out-
standing leadership in the industrial field. He
was a member of the United States Mission to
the People’s Republic of China on strato-
spheric ozone depletion in the electronics in-
dustry and also served with the United States
State Department and EPA delegations to the
former U.S.S.R. and Hungary.

In addition, Dave was involved in a number
of environmental organizations including the
National Wildlife Federation’s Corporate Con-
servation Council, the board of Resources for
the Future, the Environmental Law Institute,
the Management Institute for Environment and
Business and the environmental advisory com-
mittee of the Vermont Law School.

Dave Chittick began his career at AT&T in
1955. He served the company well for 39
years until his retirement in 1994. We will all
fondly remember him.
f

BROAD MEADOWS MIDDLE
SCHOOL: CARRYING ON THE
MESSAGE OF IQBAL MASIH

HON. GERRY E. STUDDS
OF MASSACHUSETTS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the Broad Meadows Middle School of
Quincy, MA., which earlier this month received
the 1995 Reebok Youth in Action Award for

the work students have done to carry on the
message and honor the memory of Iqbal
Masih, a 12-year-old human rights activist
from Pakistan who was murdered earlier this
year.

Since their work is so inspirational to all of
us who care about human rights, I would like
to place in the RECORD a copy of a letter I
wrote to the students and their teacher, Ron
Adams. I would also like to include a copy of
an article about the students, which appeared
December 6, 1995, in the Patriot Ledger of
Quincy.

The letter follows:
DECEMBER 21, 1995.

DEAR RON: I am delighted to take this op-
portunity to extend my congratulations to
you and the students at the Broad Meadows
Middle School for winning the 1995 Reebok
Youth in Action Award. The work you and
your students have done to carry on the mes-
sage and honor the memory of Iqbal Masih is
inspirational to all of us who care about
human rights.

I am also encouraged by the success of
your fund-raising effort to build a school in
Iqbal’s name in his home village in Pakistan.
The perseverance you have shown, as well as
the ingenuity in using the World Wide Web,
will be a lesson for the students the rest of
their lives.

American students are not often directly
exposed to the horror of human rights abuses
in the Third World, but Iqbal’s eloquent mes-
sage obviously touched your students. I was
impressed by the comments of Amanda Loos
at the awards ceremony in New York earlier
this month: ‘‘His visit made us realize how
lucky we are to live in a country like Amer-
ica, to be free, to have an education and to
have laws to protect us. We have all Iqbal
ever dreamed of.’’

To commemorate your achievement, I will
place this letter and the front page story in
the Patriot Ledger on December 6 into the
Congressional Record.

Again, congratulations for an award well
deserved. I applaud the splendid efforts and
dedication that you and your students have
exhibited.

With kind regards, and best wishes for a
happy holiday season.

Sincerely
GERRY E. STUDDS.

[From the Quincy (MA) Patriot Ledger, Dec.
6, 1995]

WORLD STAGE: QUINCY PUPILS INSPIRE MANY
AT CEREMONY

(By Carol Gerwin)
The crowd at Harlem’s Apollo Theatre in

New York heard from rock stars, actors and
world-renowned activists by the time Amy
Papile and Amanda Loos took the stage at
yesterday’s Reebok Human Rights Awards.

But it was the eighth-graders from Quin-
cy’s Broad Meadows Middle School who
stirred them to tears and spurred them to
action.

Invoking the memory of their hero, a slain
12-year-old human rights leader from Paki-
stan, the girls asked the audience to help
them continue Iqbal Masih’s crusade to end
child slavery and build a school in his name.
Hundreds of them later asked for informa-
tion about the campaign and many gave
money.

‘‘We realize building one school will not
end child bonded labor . . . but building this
school builds hope,’’ Amy told the 1,000 peo-
ple at the ceremony. ‘‘Please pass on our
word.’’

Ending with a special message to Iqbal, she
added: ‘‘Dear friend, rest in peace. We
haven’t forgotten you.’’

Amy, 13, and Amanda, 14, accepted the 1995
Reebok Youth In Action Award on behalf of

their school to wild cheers and a standing
ovation. It’s the same award Iqbal received
in Boston a year ago, just after he visited
Broad Meadows and told about his escape
from forced labor in a carpet factory and his
efforts to free other children.

Inspired, the students immediately took up
his cause and wrote letters to Pakistani offi-
cials asking for the enactment of child labor
laws. They were shocked and devastated a
few months later to learn Iqbal had been
shot to death while riding his bicycle.

Ever since, they have been campaigning to
build the school in his native village and to
raise awareness about the 7.5 million chil-
dren still in forced labor in his homeland.
With a site on the Internet, and support from
Amnesty International, the students raised
about $29,000 from across the country.

By April, they hope to have $50,000—
enough for a five-room community school.

Yesterday, Amy and Amanda shared the
spotlight with Peter Gabriel, Richard Gere,
Ziggy Marley and other celebrities, plus the
four adults to win Reebok awards—a Mexi-
can human rights lawyer, an American envi-
ronmental activist, a Rwandan investigator
and a Tibetan Buddhist nun.

Many in the audience wept as the students
described how tiny Iqbal, his growth stunted
from years of malnourishment, inspired
them to take up his cause.

‘‘His visit made us realize how lucky we
are to live in a country like America, to be
free, to have an education and to have laws
to protect us,’’ Amanda said. ‘‘We have all
Iqbal ever dreamed of.’’

Film Star Susan Sarandon, who presented
the crystal award, hugged the girls and
praised the Board Meadows students for
channeling their anger into positive activ-
ism.

‘‘They’re a marvel of energy and commit-
ment,’’ Sarandon said. ‘‘It can be truly said
of them they walk in Iqbal’s footsteps.’’

Reebok has recognized outstanding activ-
ists each year since 1988. To many present
yesterday, it was the youngest winners who
best symbolize what the awards are all
about—individuals, especially children, mak-
ing a difference.

‘‘Thank God, that’s our future,’’ master of
ceremonies Angel Martinez of the Rockport
Co. said as Amy and Amanda returned to
their seats.

He told the crowd that Reebok will give
Iqbal’s prize money of $10,000, which was ear-
marked for his education, plus another
$2,000, to the Broad Meadows campaign. Wip-
ing tears from his eyes, he asked everyone to
stand for a moment of silence in Iqbal’s
memory.

After the ceremony, a crush of people re-
sponded to Amy’s and Amanda’s pleas and
picked up fliers from tables 10 other Broad
Meadows students set up in the Apollo lobby.

The Quincy crew collected an estimated
$800 and sold several dozen ‘‘School for
Iqbal’’ T-shirts, as dozens thanked them for
their efforts and encouraged them to keep up
the good work.

‘‘Amy and Amanda were only up there for
a few minutes and so many people now want
to help,’’ seventh-grader Mary Kane said in
awe. ‘‘It shows you can do a lot in a few min-
utes.’’

Later, their language arts teacher, Ron
Adams, who coordinates the school’s human
rights curriculum, learned that singers Peter
Gabriel and Michael Stipe of R.E.M. will do-
nate a high-speed modem to make their
cyberspace communication faster and easier.
Also, superstar Sting and his wife, Trudie
Styler, plan to donate $112 worth of stamps
Adams said.

Richard Gere, who posed for pictures with
Amy and Amanda, told them that he, too,
will send a check.
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Although both got as many autographs as

they could at yesterday’s news conference,
they said they weren’t fazed by the presence
of so many stars or the national media inter-
est in their campaign. It’s the work that’s
most important, they said.

‘‘This is really going to boost us up in our
project and make people realize everything’s
not hunky-dory,’’ Amanda said. ‘‘There are
problems that need to be fixed right away.’’

Donations can be sent to A School for
Iqbal Massih Fund, c/o The Hibernia Savings
Bank, Quincy Hi-School Branch, 731 Hancock
St., Quincy 02170.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. PAT WILLIAMS
OF MONTANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I was unable
to be present last night due to a family emer-
gency.

On vote #871, the previous question I would
have voted ‘‘No.’’.

On vote #872, the motion to table, I would
have voted ‘‘No.’’

On vote #873 the motion to recommit I
would have voted, ‘‘Yes.’’

On vote #874, House Joint Resolution 134,
the targeted C.R., I would have voted ‘‘Yes.’’
f

A TRIBUTE TO MAJ. GEN. NOLAN
SKLUTE, RETIRING JUDGE ADVO-
CATE GENERAL, U.S. AIR FORCE

HON. GERALD B.H. SOLOMON
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
bring to your attention today the exemplary
work and splendid public service of one of our
country’s outstanding military leaders, Maj.
Gen. Nolan Sklute, the Judge Advocate Gen-
eral of the U.S. Air Force. General Sklute will
be retiring after an especially distinguished
military career on February 1.

General Sklute completed the Air Force Re-
serve Officer Training Corps Program in 1962
and entered active duty after completing law
school in 1966. His assignments include Luke
AFB, AZ; Athenai Airport, Greece; chief, gen-
eral litigation branch, litigation division, head-
quarters, U.S. Air Force; staff judge advocate
March AFB, CA; staff judge advocate, Bitburg
AB, West Germany; deputy chief, claims and
tort litigation division, headquarters, U.S. Air
Force; executive to the Judge Advocate Gen-
eral; director of civil law, headquarters, U.S.
Air Force; staff judge advocate, Air Force Lo-
gistics Command, and commander, Air Force
Contract Law Center, Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base, OH; Deputy Judge Advocate
General, Headquarters, U.S. Air Force; and fi-
nally, the Judge Advocate General of the U.S.
Air Force.

He received a bachelor of arts degree from
Union College, Schenectady, NY, in 1962, and
a juris doctor in 1965 from Cornell University
School of Law, New York. He is a graduate of
the National War College, the Armed Forces
Staff College, Squadron Officer School, and
earned his master of laws degree in govern-
ment contracts from the National Law Center,

George Washington University, Washington,
DC. General Sklute is admitted to practice be-
fore the Supreme Court of the United States;
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed
Forces; U.S. District Court, Northern District of
New York; and the New York State courts.
General Sklute’s military decorations include
the Distinguished Service Medal with one oak
leaf cluster, the Legion of Merit with one oak
leaf cluster, the Meritorious Service Medal with
three oak leaf clusters, and the Air Force
Commendation Medal.

Since 1993, General Sklute has served as
the Judge Advocate General of the Air Force.
In that capacity, he has provided dynamic
leadership and professional supervision for
over 2,900 military and civilian lawyers, para-
legals, and support personnel. During this time
of unprecedented legal challenges, General
Sklute’s dynamic leadership, sound judgment,
personal and professional integrity and unwav-
ering dedication to duty were instrumental in
the successful resolution of numerous difficult
issues facing the U.S. Air Force. As a key and
trusted advisor to two Chiefs of Staff, his
sound, timely and cogent advice was a critical
component in a host of complex issues with a
multitude of dimensions.

General Sklute’s early recognition of the
legal implications of information warfare has
placed the Air Force in the forefront of this
new arena. As a prime mover in the coordina-
tion of international education and training ef-
forts, he established a joint service committee
to foster democratic principles in fledgling de-
mocracies. Under his leadership, the Air Force
continues to access extremely talented law-
yers and paralegals. He has been instrumental
in expanding the role of Air Force paralegals,
empowering them by shifting responsibility and
authority to the lowest possible level. General
Sklute has also spearheaded the enhanced in-
tegration of active duty and Air Reserve com-
ponent judge advocates.

Perhaps General Sklute’s greatest legacy
will be his unrelenting focus on the need for
greater emphasis on leadership and account-
ability. These efforts are already paying signifi-
cant dividends to the Air Force worldwide.
This continuing effort underscored and rein-
forced the vital importance of Air Force’s core
values at all levels of command.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you joint me, our
colleagues and General Sklute’s many friends
in saluting this distinguished officer’s many
years of selfless service to the United States
of America. I know our Nation, his wife Linda,
daughter Stephanie and son Larry, are ex-
tremely proud of his accomplishments. It is fit-
ting that the House of Representatives honors
him today.
f

50TH ANNIVERSARY TRIBUTE TO
JOHN AND MARY GAIL

HON. JON D. FOX
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to pay tribute to John and Mary Gail
on the occasion of their 50th wedding anniver-
sary. John and Mary were married on Decem-
ber 29, 1945, at St. Rose of Lima in West
Philadelphia. They have been residents of
Montgomery County, PA for 40 years, first in

Merion Park and then in Bala Cynwyd, where
they still live today.

Both John and Mary were born and raised
in West Philadelphia, but they have made a
mark in their Montgomery County community.
They participate in local charities like the local
Meals on Wheels Program. John and Mary
are lifelong members of the Archdiocese of
Philadelphia and remain active in St.
Margaret’s Parish in Narbeth.

John and Mary are two people with diverse
talents—she the studious valedictorian at
West Catholic Girls High, he the accomplished
community theater performer—who together
make a perfect pair. And now after a half-cen-
tury together, they can take pride and comfort
in their greatest achievement; together they
raised a wonderful family. The Gails have four
children; Brian, Barry, Kevin, and Eileen. John
and Mary are proud grandparents to nine
granddaughters and eight grandsons.

On December 30, the entire Gail family will
gather at Philadelphia County Club to cele-
brate John and Mary’s ‘‘Golden Jubilee.’’ Let
me add my best wishes for a wonderful gold-
en anniversary. As John and Mary look back
on their wonderful years together, on the life
they built and the family they raised, all of us
should raise our glasses to them and say sim-
ply ‘‘well done.’’ Congratulations to this terrific
couple!
f

TRIBUTE TO SYLVIA AND JULIE
WETTER

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay
tribute to my aunt and uncle, Sylvia and Julie
Wetter, who celebrated their 50th wedding an-
niversary on November 11, 1995.

Mr. Speaker, Sylvia and Julie Wetter were
married on November 11, 1945 and were
long-time residents of Bronx, NY. For the past
seven years, they have lived in Atlanta, GA.

Their marriage has been blessed by the
birth of two children, Alice Wetter Paul of Mari-
etta, GA and David Wetter of Bronx, NY. Alice
is married to Danny Paul, and they have two
lovely daughters, Michelle and Jillian.

Throughout their lives, Sylvia and Julie Wet-
ter have committed themselves to serving the
Nation and community.

Julie worked for years with the U.S. Postal
Service before moving on to Empire Blue
Cross/Blue Shield.

Sylvia, my father’s sister, has been an ani-
mal rights activist and has been very involved
as a volunteer assisting those who have been
afflicted with multiple sclerosis. During World
War II, Sylvia worked for the coordinator for
international affairs at the Department of Com-
merce.

Julie Wetter served with great distinction
with the 83d Division of the 9th Army during
World War II. In fact, Julie was drafted when
former Secretary of War Simpson selected the
ball with his birthdate as the first group of
young men to serve our Nation during the war.
Julie served 5 years in the infantry, rising to
the rank of staff sergeant.

Julie was the first in his division to reach the
Rhine River, served in the Battle of The Bulge,
and was awarded the Bronze Star, Silver Star,
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and Purple Heart for his service to his Nation
and the cause of world freedom.

Mr. Speaker, Sylvia and Julie Wetter are
two individuals who exemplify what is good
and right about our Nation. They have served
their Nation and community with pride, they
have raised a wonderful family and they have
shared a love that has lasted more than 50
years. I also want them to know that I love
them very much.

I ask my colleagues to join me in honoring
and congratulating Sylvia and Julie Wetter on
the occasion of their 50th wedding anniver-
sary, and I know that their Congressman and
my colleague, JOHN LEWIS, shares my heartfelt
sentiments in wishing them the best.
f

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE SAY NO
TO THE REPUBLICANS’ BUDGET

HON. LOUIS STOKES
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
opposition to the Republicans’ budget. Accord-
ing to the polls, the American people believe
that the Republicans’ budget cuts go too far.

Despite the fact that the American people
continue to say no, to making seniors pay
more for less health care; despite the fact that
the American people continue to say no to
taking health care services away from children
and pregnant women; despite the fact the
American people continue to say no to gutting
Medicare, Medicaid, and education; despite
the fact that the American people continue to
say no to destroying the environment; despite
the fact that the American people continue to
say no to tax cuts for the wealthy; and most
important, despite the fact that the people
have spoken; the Republicans still want to
force their life threatening budget down the
throat of the American people.

Because the GOP budget cannot stand on
its own merit, the Republicans are still trying
to tie their budget mess to a continuing resolu-
tion. Because the President will not agree to
the Republicans’ devastating cuts and wants
to protect Medicare, Medicaid, education, and
the environment, once again, the Republicans
have shutdown the Federal Government. This
is the Republicans’ second shutdown in 2
months. The GOP’s blackmail approach to
budgeting is not just shameful, it is irrespon-
sible. The GOP must not be allowed to con-
tinue to hold the American people, and the
country hostage to their life threatening budg-
et.
f

TITLE I, AN EDUCATION TOOL
MEETING THE NEEDS OF CHIL-
DREN

HON. BRUCE F. VENTO
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 21, 1995

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of an education program that is relied
upon as an integral component of the Federal
Government’s commitment to ensure quality
education for every American, title I of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act. Funds

from title I enable schools to provide additional
academic assistance to at-risk students.
These children are our most vulnerable stu-
dents. They are children who are more likely
to fail or slip behind academically, and they
are moderate- and low-income families that
often lack the network of support and enrich-
ment that contributes to successful education
and schooling.

A major element of the title I program is the
involvement of families in the education of
their children. Parents and educators share
ideas and opinions through the title I Advisory
Councils where innovative solutions are devel-
oped to help these at-risk students learn. Fur-
thermore, the parent involvement continues
into the classroom setting and the home
through parent classroom visits and the
heightened awareness the parent takes home
with them regarding the child’s educational
needs. Seventy-five percent of the funds Min-
nesota spent to educate poor children in 1995
came from the $81 million title I fund, which
Republican reconciliation and appropriation
measures propose to cut. If these budget cuts
are enacted, Minnesota is set to lose $14 mil-
lion in title I assistance in 1996.

Title I is to education what preventative
medicine is to health care. It assists students
just slipping behind in their level of learning
and achievement in school. By providing this
extra assistance, especially early in their
school years, students are less likely to be
held back, and, therefore, benefit more fully
from the schooling being provided to them.
This type of key investment, made possible by
title I resources, is a very important part of en-
suring that students do not fall through the
cracks and that all children receive the help
they require and deserve to succeed. Unfortu-
nately, prior year funding levels and demo-
graphic changes in our school settings across
the Nation, including an increased number of
children in need, have translated into a gap of
needs that are going unmet.

Today, the shortfall will be compounded by
the misguided attempt to shift our Nation’s pri-
orities away from making investments in our
Nation’s children. The new Republican major-
ity’s budget package targets title I for a 17-
percent funding cut. Urban areas like the Twin
Cities will be more severely impacted by these
proposed cuts due to the higher number of
low-income families housed by our Nation’s
cities. Schools that currently rely on these
funds to give added attention to at-risk stu-
dents will be forced to decrease the number of
students receiving this aid, or reduce funding
in other areas of their curriculum to maintain
the same level of service.

Furthermore, when reductions in title I are
considered together with the cuts being pro-
posed to other programs that assist disadvan-
taged children, the impact becomes enormous
on this vulnerable population. Funding cuts in
programs such as welfare assistance, Supple-
mental Security Income for disabled children,
health care coverage and even nutrition pro-
grams are included in the new Republican ma-
jority’s budget plans that would hit low-income
children on all sides at once, placing signifi-
cant new hurdles in the already difficult path to
educational success for these vulnerable stu-
dents.

Investing in our Nation’s children is an es-
sential component for the future prosperity and
competitiveness of our Nation, and education
is an integral part of that investment. Scientific

research has repeatedly demonstrated that
sound educational investments early in the
schooling years positively impacts not only a
child’s academic future, but it strengthens their
post-school years as well. Every child has the
potential to succeed, and title I gives at-risk
students the opportunity to achieve that suc-
cess. As a society, we should make these
type of investments today. So-called savings
by cutting education programs means less
success for our Nation’s children and, there-
fore, our Nation’s future.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to enter two out-
standing articles by Thomas J. Collins and Bill
Salisbury into the RECORD. They appeared in
the St. Paul Pioneer Press on December 10,
1995, and I think they are very accurate ac-
counts of how much schools in the Twin Cities
value the activities they are able to pursue
through title I and how essential this program
is to the students who receive extra help from
it. We must provide these extraordinary teach-
ers, Ray Simms, Mary Bakken, Paula Mitchell,
Deirdre Vaughan, Audrey Bridgeford, Jean
Jones, Myrtis Skarich, and Jeff Maday, ade-
quate tools so that they are able to serve the
needs of our children, our Nation’s most im-
portant resource.

[From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 10,
1995]

TITLE I’S TIGHTROPE: WILL POOR KIDS LOSE?
(By Thomas J. Collins)

For a fleeting moment Tuesday evening,
the glass-enclosed vestibule of the Naomi
Family Center in downtown St. Paul offers a
silent, fishbowl view of lives in turmoil.

Teacher Ray Simms is about to step inside,
as he does four evenings each week. Silly,
isn’t it, he says to himself. The better I do
my job, the less need there may be for it in
the future, he thinks.

In the lobby, he walks past the cacophony
where young women and their children flood
toward a counter to get evening meal tickets
amid the heavy cafeteria odor of dishwater
and cooking meat. Up a clanky elevator to
the second floor, Simms on this night will
test his sixth-grade student’s ability to tally
time.

Simms and Eugene Booker sit in over-
stuffed chairs for two hours, counting hours,
minutes and seconds like those that have
measures the sixth-grader’s life since he and
his family lost their home in April. Later,
the two move on to complicated math prob-
lems.

This isn’t a classroom. It’s a homeless
shelter. And to Simms a teacher at Benjamin
E. Mays Magnet School, it’s not the familiar
clanging of lockers or chatter of students he
hears outside this door.

The special instruction Simms provides, as
well as one-on-one sessions he and other
teachers offer to poor kids in schools
throughout the city, is part of a program
that makes up one of key education targets
for those trying to keep the federal budget in
line.

The bulk of education money in the United
States comes from state and local sources.
But when the budget cutting is finished in
Congress, education, like many other serv-
ices, will feel the pinch. And Simms’ pro-
gram, known as Title I, is likely to feel it
more than most.

It won’t be eliminated, but enough will be
trimmed around the edges to allow some
kids who cannot read or write to slip away.

Under a proposal in Congress, Minnesota’s
share of Title I money would decrease by $14
million next year from $81 million. The
money pays for programs in every one of the
state’s 400 school districts, aimed at supple-
mental support to low-income or transient
students at risk of failing in school.
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As public schools increasingly come under

attack for failing low-income and minority
children, Title I has been a life raft for
teachers trying to whittle classes that are
too large, implement new teaching methods,
extend school days if needed, shore up flimsy
graduation standards and simply help kids
keep up with their peers.

JUMP-START FOR LEARNING

Mary Bakken drapes her left arm around a
tiny first-grader at Prosperity Heights Ele-
mentary School as he sounds out a simple
sentence. She gets the magnetic letters that
form the words and he pieces them together.

She mixes up the letters and he rearranges
them, an act repeated several times. One of
the words he is supposed to know is ‘‘how.’’
Bakken asks him to write it and he does, fin-
ishing the ‘‘w’’ with panache.

Nearby another boy is struggling with the
word ‘‘have.’’ Paula Mitchell and her pupil
go over and over the word, rearranging and
writing the letters until he, too, move on.

For an hour each morning, the two boys
have the undivided attention of their teach-
ers—a jump-start if you will—before they re-
join their regular classes.

‘‘It has been wonderful,’’ Mitchell said of
the experience later. ‘‘These children are the
most in need. They can be helped right away
before they feel like they are failures.’’

Deirdre Vaughan, who coordinates Title I
programming at Prosperity Heights, said
about half of the school’s 418 students need
the extra help that the federal program fi-
nances. These are students who are scoring
below the 30th percentile in national reading
and mathematics tests, she said.

‘‘Personally, I see great success with these
children,’’ she added. ‘‘I see children who
like coming to school, whose attendance is
improving, whose parents are involved in the
program as well as the community.’’

Nationally, the programs have yet to be
proved effective in raising test scores for
low-achieving children. But experts claim
they are a good start.

‘‘A substantial portion of the enormous
number of dollars spent annually on margin-
ally, if at all, effective special education pro-
grams needs to be redirected toward prevent-
ing initial reading failure,’’ said John
Pikulski, who teaches courses in literacy
education at the University of Delaware in
Newark.

That makes sense to Trish Hill, whose 6-
year-old daughter Alisha is a first-grader at
Prosperity Heights. Alisha started school
without knowing her alphabet.

‘‘I tried working with her a bit at home but
it didn’t help,’’ Hill said. After several weeks
of the Title I regimen, in which Alisha reads
simple sentences to her mother each night
and reassembles a sentence from words that
have been cut out in class, she is catching
up.

‘‘She’s really excited about school now,’’
Hill said. ‘‘The program makes kids like
Alisha feel good about themselves.’’

ELIGIBILITY TEETERING

Propserity Heights on St. Paul’s East Side
is hanging on by its fingernails to the cusp of
the Title I program. Seventy-five percent of
its students receive free or reduced lunches;
any fewer and it would be ineligible.

Prosperity Heights could be cut from the
program next year as the district struggles
with a reduced Title I budget. Teachers like
Bakken and Mitchell could disappear as well.

‘‘I would be very concerned about meeting
the needs of our students if Title I was not
here,’’ Principal Audrey Bridgeford said.

Teachers Jean Jones and Myrtis Skarich
say they couldn’t meet those needs.

They now address them by pulling low-
achieving students out of class for an indi-
vidual tutoring or by breaking classes into

small groups with the help of other instruc-
tors.

‘‘I started teaching 25 years ago, and until
we got this model I was never able to inter-
vene when I needed to when a student was
missing something,’’ Jones said. ‘‘It’s really
less frustrating for me and for the children.’’

Richard Christian has a twin purpose when
he visits Jones’ class every Monday morning
as part of the schools’ Title I funded pack-
age. Sure, he wants to help his son Shawn
and other first-graders improve their reading
skills. But he’s also on a mission to heighten
the visibility of black men like himself in
schools.

‘‘It’s very important for African-American
males in particular to have a place in the
classroom,’’ he said after he finished helping
another student with a difficult sentence.
‘‘The kids are too important for everyone
not to be involved.’’

Jeff Maday barely has time to visit his own
daughter between substitute teaching in St.
Paul and working as a Title I tutor in home-
less shelters six days a week. Tuesday he was
trying to explain the symmetry between 24
inches and 2 feet. But his sixth-grade stu-
dent, recently arrived from Chicago, is skep-
tical. How could 24 of anything equal 2?

They go over and over the concept until a
broad grin breaks out on the student’s face.

‘‘The opportunity to work one-on-one
doesn’t happen in the regular classroom,’’
Maday said. ‘‘You can’t just write these kids
off. It would be such a waste of potential.’’

[From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 10,
1995]

THE BUDGET ISSUE

(By Bill Salisbury)
One in five public school students in Min-

nesota has a stake in the outcome of the
budget battle between President Clinton and
congressional Republicans.

Those 80,000 pupils get special help from a
federally funded program, called Title I, that
tries to provide children from poor families
with the basic skills they need to keep up
with their classmates.

House Republicans, in their drive to bal-
ance the budget and shrink the federal gov-
ernment, voted to slash Title I funding by 17
percent this fiscal year—a cut that could for
example eliminate funding for intensive
reading services for nearly 14,000 Minnesota
children who are at risk of failing in school.

President Clinton, a strong proponent of
the program since his early days as governor
of Arkansas, is resisting the cuts. He has
proposed a modest increase in funding for
the program.

Education funding is one of the five budget
areas where Clinton and congressional Re-
publicans have fundamental disagreements.
The others are Medicare, Medicaid, the envi-
ronment and tax cuts.

Title I is the biggest and most critical fed-
eral education program at stake in the budg-
et negotiations. ‘‘It is our flagship program
in elementary and secondary education,’’
Marshall Smith, U.S. undersecretary of edu-
cation, said in an interview last week.

The federal government provides only a
tiny fraction of the money U.S. schools
spend on kindergarten through 12th-grade
education. But it supplies $3 of every $4
spent on special services for poor children.

The House bill would reduce Title I funding
by $1.1 billion, to $5.6 billion in the fiscal
year that began Oct. 1. (The Senate has not
passed an education appropriation measure,
although a Senate committee approved a 10
percent cut in Title I.)

‘‘With that $1.1 billion, we could provide
intensive reading services to every kid in
first grade who is in the bottom 25 percent of
his class,’’ Smith said.

Minnesota, which got $81 million from the
program this school year, would get $14 mil-
lion less next year.

‘‘The bulk of our Title I dollars go for
teacher aides that work with (kindergarten
through fourth-grade) students who are
struggling in reading and math,’’ said Jessie
Montano, director of the office of state and
federal programs in the Minnesota Children,
Families and Learning Department. ‘‘If
those funds are cut, some of those aides
would be laid off, and many more children
who are eligible for special assistance would
not get it.’’

While all Minnesota school districts get
some Title I money, Minneapolis and St.
Paul schools would be hardest hit by the
cuts because they get the biggest shares of
the federal money, based on their large con-
centrations of students from poor families.
St. Paul stands to lose nearly $2 million in
Title I funding, while Minneapolis could drop
$2.1 million. St. Paul school officials say
about 1,250 students would be dropped.

Minnesota schools also face cuts in a vari-
ety of smaller federal programs. For in-
stance, the House bill would reduce federal
support for programs to combat drug abuse
and prevent violence by 60 percent, or $3.5
million for Minnesota schools, according to
the U.S. Education Department.

The House would eliminate all funding for
Goals 2000, a program intended to bring
schools up to higher academic standards.
Minnesota, which is using the money to de-
velop and implement new high school grad-
uation standards, would lose nearly $1 mil-
lion.

The House and Senate both would consoli-
date more than 100 separate job training and
placement programs into three block grants
to the states. Under that plan, Minnesota
would get $1.3 million less for vocational
education next year, the Education Depart-
ment estimated.

Schools in the state would also get less
federal aid for bilingual and migrant edu-
cation, dropout prevention, staff professional
development, experimental schools and sev-
eral other small programs. It’s highly un-
likely that states or local school districts
would replace the federal dollars they lose,
said Michael Casserly, executive director of
the Council of the Great City Schools. He
said schools in the nation’s 45 largest cities,
which stand to lose the most Title I funding,
are least able to replace it because their
budgets are already tightly squeezed.

Republicans say Title I, along with most
other domestic programs must be cut to bal-
ance the budget.

‘‘Our bill cut $9 billion from education, and
we’re proud of that,’’ said Elizabeth Morra,
spokeswoman for the House Appropriations
Committee. ‘‘Just about every program took
some kind of hit’’ to balance the budget.

Education could use some belt-tightening,
Morra said. ‘‘Those programs have been
growing out of control in recent years.’’

The federal government is funding 240 sep-
arate education programs this year, up from
120 programs in 1983, and that growth needs
to be reined in, she said.

She predicted Congress would settle on $6
billion appropriation of Title I, which would
be a $700 million cut from this year’s level
but almost as much as the program received
in 1994. ‘‘It’s hard to argue that $6 billion is
not a lot of money,’’ she said.

Title I is ‘‘generally thought of as a good
program,’’ she said, but it does not appear to
be closing the learning gap between the rich
and poor.

Smith, the undersecretary of education,
agreed. He said the program was closing the
gap in the 1970s and early 1980s, but has not
made progress in recent years, for two rea-
sons.
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First, he said, the Reagan and Bush admin-

istrations weakened the program.
Second, he said, ‘‘poverty, crime and a

whole lot of other things got markedly worse
in the cities during that period.’’

To improve the program’s effectiveness,
Clinton and Congress last year changed the
law to focus more money and effort on im-
proving needy students’ basic skills, espe-
cially in reading and math, Smith said. It’s
too early to measure the results of that
change, he said, and too early to dismiss the
program as ineffective.

Montano said the program has been effec-
tive in Minnesota. Minnesota student par-
ticipants have always exceeded the national
average in gains in reading and math skills,
she said.

Morra also criticized Title I for wasting
money on school districts that don’t need it.
Ninety percent of the nation’s school dis-
tricts receive money from the program, in-
cluding those in the nation’s 100 wealthiest
counties. ‘‘Title I needs targeting,’’ she said.

‘‘She’s right,’’ Smith said. The administra-
tion proposed targeting the money, but

House Republicans and Democrats ‘‘shot it
down for political reasons,’’ he said. The
lawmarkers didn’t want to take money away
from the wealthy school districts they rep-
resent.

Rep. David Obey of Wisconsin, the ranking
Democrat on the House Appropriations Com-
mittee, said Title I cuts are unnecessary. He
noted that while the Republicans slashed $1.1
billion from that program, they voted to pay
for 20 more B–2 bombers than the Pentagon
requested at a cost of $1.2 billion per plane.
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